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Status 
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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Action is in response to applicant's amendment/arguments submitted on December 
31, 2009. Claims 6, 13, 16-18, 20, and 21 are now pending in the present application. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6, 13, 16-18, 20, and 21 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be oblaiiiccl iliDUgh the cniion is ik)1 idciuically disck)scd or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the dift'crcnccs between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 6, 13, 17, 18, and 20 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Zhao et al. (US PGPUB 2005/0153500 Al, hereinafter Zhao) in view of Anantha et al. 
(US PGPUB 2005/0177647 Al, hereinafter Anantha). 

Consider claim 6 (and similarly applied to claims 13 and 20). Zhao discloses an 
apparatus comprising a processor and a memory storing executable instructions that in response 
to execution by the processor cause the apparatus (paragraph 38) to at least perform the 
following, 

subscribe to a push service on behalf of the other apparatus, the apparatus operating in a 
public network across from a mobile network or in a private network within which another 
apparatus is operating (paragraphs 29, 39, 40, 44, read as a wireless data device that operates in a 
Code Division Multiple Access (CDMA2000) mixed circuit switched and packet switched 
network, a Public Switched Telephone Network (PSTN), Internet and push servers, where the 
other apparatus is read as the wireless data device and the apparatus is read as the push server, 
where the push server acts on behalf the wireless data device); 

receive push content in accordance with the push service (paragraph 42, read as the push 
server receives a data active message or a data inactive message); 

initiate a data session with the other apparatus in response to receiving the push content 
to thereby direct the other apparatus in accordance with establishment of the data session 
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(paragraph 44, read as the push server commences serving the wireless data device based on the 
data active message); and 

send the push content to the other apparatus based upon the registration (paragraph 44, 
read as pushing data traffic to the wireless data device based on the data active message). 

Zhao substantially discloses the claimed invention but fails to teach wherein the 

apparatus registers the other apparatus by receiving a registration message from the other 
apparatus via at least one a network address translator (NAT) or a firewall (FW) located between 
the apparatus and the other apparatus and across the public network, and by acquiring a pubhc- 
network identity of the other apparatus. 

However, Anantha teaches wherein the apparatus registers the other apparatus by 
receiving a registration message fi-om the other apparatus via at least one a network address 
translator (NAT) or a firewall (FW) located between the apparatus and the other apparatus and 
across the public network, and by acquiring a public-network identity of the other apparatus 
(paragraph 5 1 , read as the registration request is received at the private network boundary, where 
this request is received at the network boundary device, which minimally fimctions as an edge 
router that performs network address translation and optionally fimctions as a firewall). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Anantha into the invention of Zhao in 
order to provide a more efficiently and easily route the registration packet to the private network. 

Consider claim 17 and as applied to claim 20. Zhao discloses wherein the apparatus 
subscribes to the push service based on registration, and receives the push content based upon the 
subscription (paragraphs 42, 44). 
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Consider claim 18 and as applied to claim 20. Zhao discloses wherein the apparatus 
receives direction by receiving a trigger from the other apparatus independent of the public 
network to thereby trigger communicating with the other apparatus and register with the other 
apparatus (paragraph 36). 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zhao et al. (US 
PGPUB 2005/0153500 Al, hereinafter Zhao) in view of Anantha et al. (US PGPUB 
2005/0177647 Al, hereinafter Anantha) and fiirther in view of Gielow et al. (US PGPUB 
2005/0188406 Al, hereinafter Gielow). 

Consider claim 16 and as applied to claim 20. Zhao and Anantha disclose the claimed 
invention but fail to explicitly teach wherein the apparatus instructs the another apparatus to 
subscribe to the push service and to receive and store in a buffer the push content, and the 
apparatus receives the push content from the buffer in accordance with the data session. 

However, Gielow teaches wherein the apparatus instructs the another apparatus to 
subscribe to the push service and to receive and store in a buffer the push content, and the 
apparatus receives the push content from the buffer in accordance with the data session 
(paragraph 27). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Gielow into the invention of Zhao and 
Anantha in order to maximize content quality while minimizing burdens on network traffic. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zhao et al. (US 
PGPUB 2005/0153500 Al, hereinafter Zhao) in view of Anantha et al. (US PGPUB 
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2005/0177647 Al, hereinafter Anantha) and further in view of El-Beik et al. (US PGPUB 
2005/0117595 Al, hereinafter El-Beilc). 

Consider claim 21 and as applied to claim 20. Zhao and Anantha disclose the claimed 
invention but fail to explicitly teach wherein the another apparatus comprises a Session Initiation 
Protocol (SIP) proxy. 

However, El-Beik teaches wherein the another apparatus comprises a Session Initiation 
Protocol (SIP) proxy (paragraph 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of El-Beik into the invention of Zhao and 
Anantha in order to more efficiently provide connectionless services. 

Conclusion 

Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Christopher M. Brandt whose telephone number is (571) 270-1098. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30a.m. to 5p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on (571) 272-7495. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 



/Christopher M Brandt/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 
September 10, 2010 
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/George Eng/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



